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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rockwell (U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0027550 A1) in view of Bentley (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,934,298 B2). 

Regarding claims 1, 24-25 and 26, Rockwell discloses a method of managing wireless 
Access Points which reads on claimed "wireless network sensors," the method 
comprising the steps of: 

• (a) dynamically identifying a plurality of said AP's in a Mobile Network Platform 
(MNP, 12), which reads on claimed "network region." See paragraph [0023]; 

• (c) determining an airborne security manager (ASM, 34), which reads on claimed 
"collection agent," for the mobile network platform (MNP, 12), which reads on 
claimed "selected coverage area." See paragraph [0017]; 

• (d) communicating a warning, which reads on claimed "indicator," from the said 
ASM (34) to the plurality of user access point, see paragraph [0023] in the said 
MNP (12); and 
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• (e) receiving security data, which reads on claimed "scan data," from the said 
ASM (34), wherein the received security response is derived at least in part from 
data monitored by the said user access with a primary designation for that said 
MNP (12). The system knows what passenger, which has caused the alert 
event. See paragraphs [0023-0024 and 0027]. 
However Rockwell fails to clearly disclose wherein system determines a primary or 
secondary AP according to the coverage area. 

Beatley discloses wherein, (b) selecting for each of the said AP's (14,16) in the 
plurality a designation of primary or secondary with respect to the selected said 
coverage area. See column 2 lines 48-58. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a 
means to differentiate between a primary and secondary said AP. 

Regarding claim 2, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim f , Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step of (f) 
communicating the selected designation to the wireless network sensor for which the 
designation was selected, wherein Rockwell also disclose where the system understand 
the event has taken place. See paragraph [0027]. 

Regarding claim 3, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 1, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step of (f) 
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receiving network configuration information wherein network configuration is the event 
information regarding the said AP and wherein the step of (a) identifying the security 
policy regarding the received network configuration information. See paragraph [0022]. 

Regarding claim 4, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 1, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein (f) repeating 
steps (a) through (e) for a said MNP (12), wherein Rockwell states the process can be 
implemented in multiple platforms. See paragraph [0016]. 

Regarding claim 5, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 4, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step of 

(g) repeating steps (a) through (e) for a said MNP (12). See paragraph [0022]. 

Regarding claim 6, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 5, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein step (g) 
occurs at periodic intervals or upon occurrence of an event. See paragraph [0022]. 

Regarding claim 7, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 6, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step of 

(h) detecting a status change in one or more of the said AP in the plurality identified for 
the said MNP (12) and wherein step (g) occurs in response to the detected status 
change. Rockwell continues to teach wherein the status change is the change when a 
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said AP transition from a normal state (42) to suspended state (44). See paragraph 
[0027]. 

Regarding claim 8, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 6, Rockwell continues to disclose the step of (h) 
receiving a configuration request with respect to the respected MNP (12) and wherein 
step (g) occurs in response to the received configuration request. See paragraph 
[0033]. 

Regarding claim 9, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 4, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein step (f) 
occurs at periodic intervals or upon occurrence of an event. See paragraph [0022]. 

Regarding claim 10, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 9, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step of 
(g) detecting a network status change and wherein (f) occurs In response to the 
detected network status change. See paragraph [0022]. 

Regarding claim 11, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 9, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step of 
(g) receiving a configuration request and wherein step (f) occurs in response to the 
received configuration request. See paragraph [0033]. 
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Regarding claim 12, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 1, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step of (f) 
repeating steps (a) through (e) for the network region. See paragraph [0022]. 

Regarding claim 13, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 12, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step (f) 
occurs at periodic intervals or upon occurrence of an event. 

Regarding claim 14, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 13, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step of 
(g) detecting a network status change and wherein (f) occurs in response to the 
detected network status change. See paragraph [0027]. 

Regarding claim 15, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 13, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein step of (g) 
receiving a configuration request and wherein step (f) occurs in response to the 
received configuration request. See paragraph [0033]. 

Regarding claim 16, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 1, Bentley continues to disclose wherein the 
identification step (a) comprises the steps of: 
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• (i) broadcasting a message to one or more said AP's(12, 14). See column 3 
lines 40-64; 

• (ii) receiving acknowledgments, by recognizing the beacon signals from the one 
or more said AP's. See column 3 lines 46-58; and 

• (Hi) determining whether the said AP is within the said coverage area. See 
column 3 lines 27-64. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a 
means to recognize the said AP's in a generalized coverage area to optimize the usage 
of the said active AP's. 

Regarding claim 17, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 16, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step (1) 
comprises addressing the broadcast message to a predetermined logical port. See 
paragraph [0031]. 

Regarding claim 18, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 16, Rockwell continues to disclose wherein the step (i) 
comprises broadcasting the message over a wired network. See paragraph [0023 and 
0024], 

Regarding claim 19, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
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combination according to claim 1, Bentley continues to disclose wherein the step (b) 
selects the designation for each said AP's based upon sensor coverage area, functional 
capability, numerical priority of device address or combinations thereof. See column 3 
lines 48-58. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a 
means to recognize the said AP's in a generalized coverage area to optimize the usage 
of the said active AP's. 

Regarding claim 20, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 1, Bentley continues to disclose wherein the step (c) 
determines one of the wireless sensors as to be the said primary AP. See column 3 
lines 18-26. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a 
means to recognize the said AP's in a generalized coverage area to optimize the usage 
of the said active AP's. 

Regarding claim 21, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim t, Bentley continues to disclose wherein the received 
scan data is further derived at least in part from data monitored by a wireless network 
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sensor with a secondary designation for the network region, wherein Bentley discloses 
of a separate coverage area being combined together. See column 3 lines 10-17. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a 
means to differentiate between a primary and secondary said AP. 

Regarding claim 22, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim f , Bentley continues to disclose wherein the said 
primary AP for the selected coverage area is a selected wireless network sensor from 
the plurality of wireless network sensors in the selected network region. See column 3 
lines 27-40. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a 
means to differentiate between a primary and secondary said AP so that a said primary 
AP can be selected in order to manage the communication within a said coverage area. 

Regarding claim 23, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 22, Bentley continues to disclose wherein the selected 
wireless network sensor is one of the plurality of wireless network sensors for the 
selected region that has a primary designation. See column 3 lines 27-40. 
Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a means to 
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differentiate between a primary and secondary said AP so that a said primary AP can 
be selected in order to manage the communication within a said coverage area. 

Regarding claim 27, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 26, Bentley continues to disclose wherein the 
comprising at least one wireless said AP. See FIGURE 1 . 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a 
means to differentiate between a primary and secondary said AP so that a said primary 
AP can be selected in order to manage the communication within a said coverage area. 

Regarding claim 28, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 26, Bentley continues to disclose wherein the said 
primary AP is a wireless network sensor from the plurality of wireless network sensors 
determined to be in the selected said coverage area. See column 3 lines 27-40. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a 
means to differentiate between a primary and secondary said AP so that a said primary 
AP can be selected in order to manage the communication within a said coverage area. 

Regarding claim 29, as the combination of Rockwell and Bentley are made, the 
combination according to claim 26, Bentley continues to disclose wherein the said 



Application/Control Number: 10/773,915 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2617 

primary AP is the system for managing wireless network sensors. See column 3 lines 
27-40. 

Therefore at the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skilled in the art to modify Rockwell in view of Bentley in order to provide a means to 
differentiate between a primary and secondary said AP so that a said primary AP can 
be selected in order to manage the communication within a said coverage area. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1/05/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding claim 24, the Applicant has overcome the 112, second paragraph, 
rejection as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which the Applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 1, 24-25 and 26, the Applicant asserts that the cited prior art 
of Rockwell fails to provide sufficient support to the premise of the Applicant's invention. 
In response to applicant's argument that cited prior art is nonanalogous art, it has been 
held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, if 
not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant was 
concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed invention. 
See In re Oetiken 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the 
Examiner would like to respectfully bring to the Applicant's attention that the Examiner's 
position is to utilize the broadest most reasonable interpretation of the Applicant's 
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claimed invention. Therefore, although Rockweirs invention is particularly within the 
endeavor of Aircraft Security, the method and operation is in parallel with Applicant's 
claims. 

The Applicant amends the claim to further detail that the identifying process is 
performed dynamically. Consequently, the Examiner has interpreted Rockwell to 
"dynamically' identify problematic situation when events occur. In simplicity, a "fault" 
within the said MNP, occurs at different locales; therefore, the said system must identify 
those events, wherein the process is performed dynamically. 

Further, Rockwell discloses the use of security data, wherein the Examiner has 
interpreted as "scan data". The Applicant's scan data is information received from the 
said sensors. In parallel, without contrast, the security data is information received from 
the said AP's, which essentially provides event notification to the said security manager. 

Further, the Applicant argues that the motivation to combine the 
Examiner's references is unclear. In response to applicant's argument that there is no 
suggestion to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can 
only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce 
the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, 
the Examiner would like to further explain his premise. Clearly, the system of Rockwell 
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will be improved dramatically by providing the system a means to have back-up devices 
in the event a primary device fails. 

Therefore based on the above comments and the cited Office Action, claims 1 -29 
stand rejected. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706,07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randy Peaches whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H. Feild can be reached on (571) 272-4090. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http;//pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Randy Peaches 
April 2, 2006 
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